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LONDON, OCTOBER 12, 1872. 
——_>—_- 

LorD REDESDALE, as readers of this journal pro- 
bably remember, has more than once pressed on the 
House of Lords his favourite ‘ point,” which he de- 
sired to see made in the British interest against the 
** Alabam+ claims.” He now, in a letter which the 
Times published yesterday, ‘deliberately charges the 
Government with not having done their best to save 
the country from the payment of more than three mil- 
lions of money,” in not pressing this point on the arbi- 
trators at Geneva. Lord Redesdale’s point is a curious 
one, on which casuists might revel in infinite disputa- 
tion. He says that if Great Britain became liable to 
the Northern States of America for injuries which 
Great Britain’s negligence enabled the Southern States 
to inflict on the Northern, Great Britain, on the other 
hand, has a corresponding claim over against the South- 
ern States, who were the actual wrongdoers, to recover 
from them the amount of any damages which the North- 
ern States may recover from herself. And therefore, since 
the Northern States have, as Lord Redesdale in effect 
puts it, taken the Southern States into partnership 
under the firm United States, what would otherwise 
haye been a separate claim over against the Southern 
States becomes a set-off against the United States. 
It has been on the other hand said that the case 
is misrepresented by putting it baldly as one 
of the injured party taking the actual wrong-doer 
into partnership; it is pointed out that the 
Southern States were the subjects of the United 
States before the beligerency took place, and it 
is urged that if such a “poimt” is to prevail, a 
neutral may commit any breach of neutrality during 
a foreign rebellion without incurring any responsibility 
to the foreign state after the suppression of the re- 
bellion. There is not, however, very much in that. For 
this purpose, the difference between rebellion and 
war is only one of scale, and if a nation falls intoa 
state of internecine tumult amounting to mutual 
belligerency, it must take the consequences. ‘I'he 
argument that the United States in taking back the 
Southern States took them back with all equities 
against them, is perfectly reasonable. It is true that 
the Arbitration rejects what we may call the State 
claim of the United States, viz., the claim for augmen- 
tation of war expenses, and entertains only the claims of 
individuals though presented by Stateadvocacy ; but that 
does not dispose of the argument as to set-off—that what- 
ever Great Britain may have to pay forthe Southern States 
wrongdoing, Great Britain may claim over from the 
Southern States under their present nationality. Sir A. 
E. Cockburn, indeed, states his opinion that as this com- 
pensation was “asked for losses suffered by individual 
American citizens, and not by the Government of the 
United States,” her Majesty’s Government were, in 
his opinion, >a in not taking their stand on such 
an objection,” though he thinks it should have been 
weighed by the Arbitrators as an equitable consideration, 








moving them to regard with disfavour the claim of in- 
terest on the sum awarded. We hardly appreciate 
the logic of such a distinction between principal and in- 
terest. Ifthe Arbitrators had made this point inany sense 
a moral or equitable reason for denying damages, they 
would have done so at the expense of these individual 
claimants, and that equally whether the denial were of 
interest or principal. There is nosafely analogous case 
imaginable as occurring between private individuals at 
common law, and thus the wider arguments of general 
international equity are the only ones available in the 
matter. It seems to us that the proper time for this point 
to be made would have been at the negociation of the 
Treaty under which the conditions of the Arbitration were 
prescribed, and that the point might have been fairly 
made then. But whether Great Britain is a real loser 
by the point not having been then made, is another point 
on which people may be sceptical. In the first place it 
is improbable that any Treaty would have been agreed 
on at all if this set-off point had been then insisted 
upon; this Lord Redesdale, perhaps, might not have 
felt inclined to deplore. But supposing the adjustment 
of the differences between Great Britain and the United 
States to have proceeded on such a principle, it does 
not quite follow that the set-off must have been taken 
as a complete answer to the Alabama claims, leaving the 
Government of the United States, if thereto moved by its 
injured individual subjects, to levy their compensation 
on the vanquished Southerners. Might not the indi- 
vidual claimants have have fairly asked that Great Bri- 
tain should be responsible as a surety, to the extent of 
any deficiency, in the event of the vanquished South- 
erners not proving able to pay enough ? Or might they 
not even have claimed to be paid by Great Britain in the 
first instance, leaving Great Britain to be reimbursed by 
the Southern States, say, by some process of taxation, 
levied of course through the instrumentality of the 
United States Government, if such a thing were possi- 
ble ? On the whole, the proper answer to Lord Redes- 
dale seems to be, that Great Britain did owe some re- 
paration for a breach of duty, and the making of such 
reparation is her first concern; while, though the parties 
who took advantage of Great Britain’s negligence to 
commit the wrong, may be in some moral or equitable 
sense liable to bear, at any rate, their share with Great 
Britain, adjustment between her and them was simply, 
under the circumstances, impossible. 





WE ARE GLAD TO SEE that the matters. suggested by 
M. About’s arrest and trial are receiving some of that 
attention which they so well deserve; and especially 
that people are giving some thought to the question to 
which we called attention some time ago—viz., upon 
what principle does criminal jurisdiction rest. But it 
is much to be regretted that the subject is being dis- 
cussed with so much more zeal than knowledge. The 

eneral impression seems to be that the article in the 

erman Criminal Code, whereby a foreigner who has 
committed abroad an act of treason against the German 
Government is punished by a German Court if found in 
Germany, isa monstrous novelty. Indeed, the making 
such a claim of jurisdiction is represented as a proof of 
the insolent be — spirit of the new German 
Empire, inflated with the pride of conquest, and aon | 
to trample in its new-found strength on the rights of al 
foreign nations. Such is the view put forward 
by the Pall Mall Gazette, in a leading article printed in 
its largest type, on Saturday last, under the title “‘ A 
new guarantee for peace.” The writer in terms speaks 
of the principle in question as “the new German _ 
ciple,” and tells us that hitherto Englishmen “ have 
not been brought in contact with a penal code con- 
structed” on that principle, “ So long as they have been 
ordinarily pradent while actually in the country about 
whose affairs “~ have written, they have been per. 
fectly safe. English journalists have travelled in Venetia 
or in the Papal States though just before they left 
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England they may have been urging the people of 
Venice to revolt against Austria, or the people of Rome 
to drive out the Pope. If the German penal code had 
been in operation in either the Austrian or the Pontifical 
territory they might have been tried for these articles, 
written and published in England, and, if found guilty, 
have been sentenced to ten years’ imprisonment.” 

are further told that ‘‘the evidence of military arro- 
gance afforded by this article of the penal code is a dis- 
couraging indication of the part the new German 
Empire is likely to play in European affairs.” 

Now all this is perfectly absurd. The claim of juris- 
diction is neither new nor indicative of any special 
arrogance in the nation which makes it. The fact is 
that the Prussian criminal code has always contained 
the enactment in question ; so have most, if not all, the 
codes of the minor German states ; so has the Austrian ; 
so has the Dutch; and, we believe, the Italian. Yet 
we are not aware that either Holland or Baden has 
generally been considered a specially insolent or aggres- 
sive power, or much prone to “ military arrogance.” 
But it is, perhaps, even more to the point that the rule 
of the French law is the same. By article 5 of the 
Code D’ Instruction Criminelle “ every Frenchman who 
shall be guilty out of French territory of a crime 
against the safety of the state, &c.. may be prosecuted, 
judged, and punished in France” And by article 6 
“This disposition may be extended to foreigners who, 
being authors or accomplices of the same crimes, may 
be arrested in France, or of whom the Government 
may obtain the extradition.” The existence of this law 
in the French code is quite enough to explain the in- 
action of the French Government in the case of M. 
About. 

That all these claims of jurisdiction over foreigners in 
respect of acts done abroad are untenable, and that the 
exercise of such jurisdiction against a British subject 
would be a perfectly good casus belli for Great Britain, 
we are convinced. And therefore the more fully the 
subject is considered, now that it can be considered in 


cold blond, the better. But to drag in such topics of 
prejudice, founded upon simple ignorance of facts, as 
the Pall Mall Gazette has done, is very mischievous. 





Ir appears that the ‘‘working-men” are 80 
thoroughly in earnest in desiring Parliamentary purity, 
that they propose petitioning Parliament for the sup- 
pression of canvassing, and a correspondent of the Zimes 
has actually got so far as to attempt drafting the clauses 
ofa bill. He naively adds that he has not succeeded, 
to his own satisfaction, in defining the offence. Itis diffi- 
cult to conceive a definition of canvassing which should 
be stringent enough to have any effect at all, and which 
would not at the same time intrude an inquisitorial 
and utterly intolerable prohibition everywhere. It is 
hard to say what the ingenuity of man may not accom- 
plish, but for our own part we cannot conceive the 
possibility of any effective prohibition of canvassing, 
short of the prohibition of ali intercommunication be- 
tween man and man. Further than this, we demur to 
the reasoning, that because corrupt inducements are 
often held out in the course of canvassing, therefore the 
true remedy is to abolish canvassing. A more effica- 
cious remedy would be to abolish members of Parliament 
at once. 

WHEN MAY A PUBLIC COMPANY MAKE AN 
OFFER OF COMPENSATION SO AS TO ESCAPE 
COSTS } 

It is an important question for companies and other 
public bodies, up to what time they may make an offer 
which will save them from the formality of costs in the 
event of exnpensation awarded or assessed not ex- 
c3ocding the sum offered. The question is also an ob- 
scare one, and the late case of Lord Fitzhardinge v. 
Gloucester and Herkeley Canal Company, 20 W. BK. 800, 
as perhaps added a shade to ite ubscunty, 





The scheme of the Lands Clauses Act as to compen- 
sation is this —First, the company is to give notice to 
the owner whose land is to be taken of the particulars 
of the land they require (section 18); secondly, the 
owner is thereupon and within twenty-one days to 
send in his claim; and thirdly, on the failure uf the 
owner and the company to agree, the case is to be dealt 
with ag one of disputed compensation (section 21), 
The mention of “agreement” evidently points to 
some bargaining between the parties ; the compensa- 
tion must certainly become at once a disputed compen- 
sation on the refusal of the company to give what is 
offered, but it is plainly contemplated that the parties 
may, nevertheless, still ‘‘ agree,” and, by thus making 
the compensation no longer a disputed one, avoid the 
necessity of resorting to the machinery provided by the 
Act for its assessment. 

Such an agreement can only be reached by mutual 
offers; but how long is the claimant bound to wait for 
or to receive first offers from the company? This 
brings us to the second stage, where the compensation 
passes from dispute to litigation. Here the scheme is 
that the compensation shall be assessed by a jury, unless 
before the warrant for a jury is issued the claimant 
notifies to the company his desire to have it settled b 
arbitration (section 23). No time is fixed within whic 
the company are required to issue their warrant ; but if 
arbitration is demanded, section 25 provides means by 
which either party may be compelled to goon. The 
claimant therefore need wait no longer than he chooses, 
inasmuch as he can at once claim to have the matter 
settled by arbitration (section 23). 

This right, indeed, lasts only until the company have 
issued their warrant for a jury under section 39; but 
in order to afford the claimaut a reasonable time for 
exercising bis election the company must give him ten 
days’ notice of their intention to do so (section 38). Thus 
the claimant may force on the company by at once de- 
manding arbitration ; and the company may force on 
the claimant by giving notice of their intention to 
summon a jury; and this may be done on either side 
immediately on the company’s refusal to agree to the 
claimant’s demand, or at any subsequent period. When 
this is done, the compensation would seem to pass from 
the condition of a merely disputed compensation to that 
ot a litigated compensation ; and it might be thought 
that the parties were then entirely at issue, and the 
company no longer at liberty to depart from an offer 
already made. 

The importance of this question turns on the 
effect of the offer upon costs. By section 34 the 
costs of arbitration are to be paid by the company, 
unless the arbitrators award the same or a less sum 
than “shall have been offered” by the company; and 
by section 51 the company are to pay the costs of an 
inquiry by a jury, unless the verdict is given for the 
same or a less sum than “the sum previously offered” 
by the company What, then, is the offer referred to in 
these sections, and when must it be made? ‘The words 
“shall have been” and “ previously ”’ equally point to 
some antecedent offer, and it would be naturally inferred 
that the company might in either case take the benefit 
of any offer made up to the moment when the litigation 
commenced, But here a difference presents itself. 
With respect to assessment by a jury, which depends on 
the initiation of the company, section 38 steps in, and 
provides that with the notice of their intention to 
summon a jury the eompens shall also state what sum 
of money yoq, Bona prepared to give. The claimant is 
therefore to have an opportunity of closing with this 
offer, and avoiding the chances and the costs of litigation. 
No such provision however occurs with respect to arbitra- 
tion, where the initiative is with the claimant (see sec- 
tion 25). With respect, therefore, to assessment by @ 
jury, the sum “ previously offered” is fixed as the sum 
mentioned in the notice to be given by the company of 
their intention to summon a jury (section 38) ; and this 
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is the effect of the decision in Pearson v. Great Northern 
Railway Company, 18 W. R. 259. It was there held 
that the company could not amend their offer after 
issuing their warrant, but the reasoning of the decison 

in fact throws them back to the ten days’ notice of inten- 
tion to issue a warrant. It is in conformity with this de- 
cision that in Lx parte Morris, 19 W. R. 943, L. R. 12 
Eq. 418, where proceedings had been taken to summon a 
jury, and the parties afterwards came to an agreement for 
ahigher price than the company had offered, the company 
agreeiug to pay all costs they were liable to pay under 
the Lands Clauses Act, it was held that the company 
must pay the claimant's costs in those proceedings. 
This was ajust construction of the sense (rather than of 
the exact words) of the agreement. 

This being so with respect to atrial by jury where 
sections 38 and 51 together fix’ the period of the pre- 
vious offer, at what period must the offer “ have been 
made” which is to save the company from costs under 
section 34? Some assistance may, perhaps, be derived 
here from the analogous cases under section 68. That 
puzzling section, so fruitful of decisions, provides for 
the case of a claim made in respect of land already 
taken or injuries already committed, and it is curious 
that the order of the methods of assessment is here 
reversed. If a claim is made and is not acceded to within 
twenty-one days the matter is to be determined by ar- 
bitration ; but, if the claimant requires it, the company 
are within twenty-one days to issue their warrant for a 
jury to assess the amount, under penalty of paying the 
full amount claimed. ‘Thus, whereas under the earlier 
sections the normal process is a jury trial, but the 
claimant has the right to demand arbitration, here the 
normal process is arbitration, but the claimant may 
demand a jury trial. Here, then, it is no longer the 
function of the company to give notice of their inten- 
tion to summon a jury, nor is it their duty to make an 
offer ; for they act on the requisition of the claimant 


(Railstone v. York, Newcastle, and Berwick Railway Com- 
pany, 15 Q. B. 404) ; section 38 therefore is not appli- 


cable to such a case. But this introduces another diffi- 
culty : although section 38 is not applicable, section 51 
is (Richardson v. South Eastern Railway Company, 15 
C. B. 810) ; otherwise there would be no provision for 
costs at all. But then the previous offer referred to in 
section 38 being out of the way, owing to the non- 
applicability of that section, to what period is the 
‘* previous offer ” of section 51 to be now referred ? 

By something of a stretch of judicial legislation it was 
laid down in Metropolitan Railway Company v. Turnham 
(11 W. R. 695), and Haywood v. Metropolitan Railway 
Company (12 W. R. 577), that the point of time which 
the offer must precede is the giving of the ten days’ 
notice of trial provided for by section 46. The result 
was,no doubt, reached by the consideration that, on 
the one hand, the company ought in fairness to have, 
and to give effect to section 51 must have, some op- 
ey for making an offer; and that on the other 
land it would be unjust to the claimant to allow this 

ower to continue up to the verdict, or even to the trial. 
Some time then must be fixed ; and having reached 
this point, no doubt the period of ten days mentioned 
in section 46 furnished an analogy to the period of ten 
days mentioned in section 38, and induced the Court to 
select the notice of trial as the period before which the 
offer must be made. The analagy is, however, a false 
one, ‘The ten days’ notice of trial under section 46 is 
to enable the claimant to get up his case, not (like 
Section 38) to give him a time for election: it occurs 
after the proceedings for summoning the jury are taken, 
not before it, as under section 38: the ten days are, in 
fact, a period for incurring costs, not for considering 
whether costs shall be incurred ; the notice under sec- 
tion 46, therefore, by no means occupies tho same rela- 
tion to the proceedings as the notice under section 38, 
and there seems none buta superficial reason for making 
It correspond with that notice for the purpose of atfect- 





ing costs. The analogy would have been more genuine 
if, notwithstanding that the company have not to give 
notice of summoning the jury when they are called 
upon to act under section 68, their issuing the 
warrant had nevertheless been treated as the period 
when the compensation became a litigated compensation, 
and before which the offer which was to avail for the 
purpose of costs must have been made. 

Another case under the same section (section 68) 
comes nearer in its facts to the case of arbitration 
under section 23. In Yates v. Mayor of Blackburn 
(29 L. J. Ex. 447), the claimant, immediately on 
the expiration of the twenty-one days allowed for 
agreement, nominated his arbitrator, and gave notice 
tothe defendants, but without delivering to the arbi- 
trator his nomination ; the defendants before nomi- 
nating their own arbitrator made an offer, which 
the plaintiff rejected ; the award was for a less sum, and 
the Court held the plaintiff not entitled to costs. Here 
the only thing decided was that the mere fact that 
the twenty-one days had passed, after which the Act 
says that the compensation “shall be settled by arbitra- 
tion,” did not take away the defendants’ power to make 
an offer within section 34. For the Court held that, as 
the plaintiff had, at the time the offer was made, neither 
attempted to obtain the appointment of a single arbi- 
trator as he should have done, nor even delivered his 
appointment to his own arbitrator (section 25), he had 
taken no effectual step in the litigation. The compen- 
sation was not therefore, when the offer was made, a 
litigated compensation ; the case in reality falls short 
of the cases decided under the same section with respect 
to trial by jury. 

To return to the case of arbitration demanded by 
the claimant under section 23. There is here no sec- 
tion similar to section 38, for the company do not take 
the initiative, but the claimant; neither isthere any 
period like that mentioned in section 46 to which the 
offer can be referred. But the same reasons exist for 
giving the opportunity for an offer, as well as for re- 
stricting that opportunity, which existed with respect 
to claims under section 68; and the period which 
would naturally suggest itself would be (as above 
observed) the commencement of the actual litigation. 
The litigation in the case of assessment by a jury 
would certainly commence with the issuing of the 
warrant; that act both fixes the kind of tribunal 
which is to determine the case and takes an effectual 
step to its creation. Now the demand of arbitration 
by the claimant also fixes the kind of tribunal; but 
it carries the matter no further than the demand of a 
jury under section 68, and the analogy uf the cases 
under that section is therefore opposed to treating this 
asthe period before which the offer must be made. 
Further than this, however the analogy of those cases 
does not carry us, because there is no act in arbitra- 
tion parallel to the issue of the warrant for a jury, and 
which therefore might on that analogy be held net te 
be tho time, nor is there any act parallel to the 
statutory ten days’ notice of trial, and which there- 
fore might by that analogy be held te d¢ the time after 
which an offer is too late. In fact, where the demand 
of arbitration is once departed from as the time when 
the matter is in actual litigation, and before which the 
offer raust be made (and the company would have 
abundant opportunity for making the offer upon r- 
jecting the iaieeni demand), it is not easy to fix any 
other time; nor does the case of Lerd PitsAardinge v. 
Gloucester and Berkeley Canad give us much assistance in 
fixing it. In that case (wdi sup.) the defendants, having 
given notice to take lands, and received the plaintitl's 
claim, gave notice of summoning a jury and made an 
offer under section 38. Had the proceedings for assess- 
mont by a jury been prosecuted this atfer would clearly 
have bound them. Put the plaintit? replied to their 
notice by a demand for arbitration, Thereupon the 
defendants gave notice to the plaintil of their ap 
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pointment of an arbitrator, and accompanied their 
notice with a fresh offer. The award exceeded their first 
offer, but fell short of their second, and it was held 
that the second offer being made before the constitu- 
tion of the tribunal, and “ before the costs of litigation 
had been incurred,” they were entitled to avail them- 
selves of it under section 34 so as to escape the payment 
of costs. It had been already settled by Haymond v. 
Metropolitan Railray Company (ubi sup.) that the com- 
pany are not bound by their first offer, but may amend 
it; the only question was up to what time may they 
amendit. It certainly seemsthat, according tothelogical 
and strict construction of the Act, that period had 
already passed; but, on the other hand, the analogy of 
the cases under section 68 favours the view which the 
Court has taken, by showing that the period is not 
fixed by the act which determines the nature of the 
tribunal and sets things in train for its constitution. 
The case seems to have been decided principally on 
the ground that the appointment of the arbitrators 
was not yet complete when the offer was made. This 
suggests the question whether, if the company had 
appointed an arbitrator without making a fresh offer, 
they could afterwards, and before the plaintiff's ap- 
pointment, have amended their offer, or whether they 
could amend at any time before the appointment of an 
umpire (section 27). According to this view it would 
seem they could ; but on. the other hand, some ex- 
pressions are used which appear to intimate that they 
must make their offer when they take their first step in 
x gaa the tribunal. The ratio decidendi is not 
clear. 

All that can be said as the result of the cases is, that 
where the inquiry is by a jury under section 23, the 
offer must be made in the notice directed by section 38; 
that where it is by a jury under section 68, the offer 
must be made with or before the notice of trial directed 
by section 46; and that where it is by arbitration, either 
under section 23 or section 68, the offer may be after 
the demand of arbitration, under section 23, and may be 
after the expiration of the twenty-one days under sec- 
tion 68, and may be atany time until some effectual step 
is taken in constituting the tribunal, and may perhaps be 
at any time until the tribunal is fully constituted. The 
observation should be added, that it may very 
well be, as Blackburn, J., suggests in the Gloucester 
and Berkley case, that the company might withdraw 
their notice under section 38, and give a fresh notice 
with a fresh offer; the claimant can always pre- 
vent an abuse of this by demanding arbitration ; but it 
by no means follows that they have the same power 
after the claimant has exercised his power under 
section 23. It seems probable that the case may be car- 
ried to a Court of Error, unless the plaintiff is too much 
discouraged by the unhesitating decision of the Court of 
Queen’s Bench. 


LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 

Cap. LVII.—An Act for the abilition of imprisonment for 
debt in Irelind, ant for the punishment of fraudulent 
debtors and for other purposes relating thereto. 

Cap. LVIII.—An Act for the amendment of the law of 

bankruptey in Ireland. 

The law of debtor and creditor in Ireland has for 
some years past stood on a wholly different footing from 
that ia England; nearly the same footing on which the 
law in England stood before the Act of 1861. That is to 
say, the common law rules have prevailed, including those 
as to imprisonment for debt, qualified on the one hand 
by a bankruptcy system whereby traders could obtain a 
discharge from their debts, and on the other hand by 
a system of insolvent law whereby non-traders might 
obtain a release from prison and certain other relief. 


Of the two Acts now urder consideration, the first | f , “ 
‘assign the petitions to be tried by them respectively. 


abolishes imprisonment for debt generally in Ireland, and 
introduces provisions substantially the same as those of 





the English Debtors Act, 1869. But there is one material 
difference between the two Acts. The immediate opera- 
tion of the Irish Act is limited to debts contracted after 
the passing of the Act; its effect as to past debts being 
suspended for five years. 

The second of the Acts under review extends the opera- 
tion of the Irish law of bankruptcy to non-traders ag 
well 4s traders. It likewise introduces a number of 
modifications in the working of the bankruptcy system, 
Some of these changes are borrowed from the English 
syatem ; but the result will still be to leave the bank- 
rupt laws of England and Ireland materially different. 


Cap. LX.—An Act for the better prevention of corrupt 
practices at municipal. elections, and for establishing a 
tribunal for the validity of such elections. 

The Legislature now takes notice of the fact, which 
was matter of public notoriety, that in very many places 
the municipal elections have been attended by a large 
amount of corruption. If any evidence were needed on 
this point, the trials of some of the Parliamentary election 
petitions since the Parliamentary Corrupt Practices Act of 
1868 would furnish ample information; indeed, in 
Parliamentary constituencies in which party politics run 
high, the municipal elections appear to have been con- 
tested as corruptly and as bitterly as the more important 
elections of Parliamentary burgesses, each side sparing 
no efforts, legitimate or the contrary, to place its own 
partisans in positions of local authority, to be wielded in 
the party’s interest when a Parliamentary election should 
occur. Moreover, of late years the municipal franchise 
has been considerably lowered, so that the numbers of 
municipal electors are nearly identical with those of the 
Parliamentary. There was indeed an Act (5 & 6 Will. 4, 
c. 76) passed a short time after the Reform Act of 1832, 
which enunciated certain penalties on bribery at municipal 
elections, including certain disqualifications, and a £50 
penalty recoverable by any person choosing to sue for the 
same ; and the 22 Vict. c. 35, imposed a 40s. penalty, re- 
coverable in the county court, besides rendering persona- 
tion punishable on conviction before two justices with 
three months’ imprisonment. But these provisions proved 
wholly inadequate to check the corrupt practices; and as 
regards the penalties, it may be affirmed in general terms 
that all enactments of penalties recoverable by informers 
are nimply nugatory. But the crowning defect in the 
law was that the only means of trying the validity of 
the election itself was the procedure by quo warranto at 
common law, which is wholly unsuited for investigating 
the voting of a large constituency, however convenient it 
may be for the determination of simple points of law or 
qualification disputed between a couple of candidater. 

The present Act repeals the statutory provisions above- 
mentioned, and substitutes in their stead a machinery 
very similar, mutatis mutandis, to that provided by the 
“Bribery” Act of 1868, for the case of Parliamentary 
elections, the principal difference being that municipal 
election petitions are to be tried, not by judges of the 
superior courts, but by barristers appointed by the ‘‘ elec- 
tion judges” under the Act of 1868. The election judges 
are also to provide rules (to be afterwards submitted to 
Parliament) for carrying out the details of the new pro- 


‘cedure; thus, asin the Parliameotary Act of 1868, vari- 


ous matters are, by the employment of the phrase ‘‘ pre- 
scribed,” left to be provided for by such rules. 

The constitution of the election court is thus provided 
for:—A “ prescribed” officer is, ‘‘so0 soon as may be,” 
to make out a list of all petitions presented under the 
Act, and at issue, and, ‘‘so coon as may be,” afterwards, 
to send a copy to each election judge on the rota under 
the Act of 1868, “and the said judges, or any two of 
them, shall forthwith determine the number of barristers, 
not exceeding five at any one time, necessary to be ap- 


| pointed for the trial of the petitions at issue, and shall 


appoint such number of barristers accordingly, and shall 


The bulk of municipal elections, of course, take place 
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annually at one period of the year. But there are also 
a quantity of municipal elections constantly taking place 
throughout the year, as vacancies or resignations occur. 
Is the “ prescribed ” officer to treat the election judges 
to a fresh list after every suchelection ? Or may he take 
them in batches of several to a list, where several nearly 
woincide as totime ? And is the number of barristers 
not exceeding five at any one time, referable exclusively 
to the election lists taken severally, or does the Act mean 
that there are never to be more than five election barris- 
ters in existence? The meaning probably is, that there 
shall never be more than five election barristers, but the 
clauses are clumsy. 

The election barristers are to be of not less than 15 
years’ standing, not M.P.’s, holders of no place under the 
Crown, save that of recorder ; and no barrister is to try 
any petition relating toa borough of which he is recorder, 
or at which he resides, or which is within his own 
eircuit. 

The new machinery provided by this Act for question- 
ing municipal elections relates only to corrupt practices, 
which are defined by section 3 to include “ bribery, treating, 
undue influence and personation,” which terms again are 
under the same section to include “ anything committed 
or done before, at, after, or with respect to an election 
which if done before, at, after, or with respect to an 
election of members to serve in Parliament would render 
the person committing or doing the same liable to any 
penalties, punishments, or disqualifications for bribery, 
treating, undue influence or personation, as the case may 
‘be, under any Act for the time being in force with 
respect to elections of members to serve in Parliament.” 
From this sample alone, we may see how largely the 
principles already laid down in the reported election 
cases under the Parliamentary Act, will be in pari 
materia as to disputed municipal elections. The deci- 
sion, for instance, given by the Court of Common Pleas 
on the Bristol election petition in 1870 (14S. J. 623, 
645) invalidating an election for bribery committed at a 
preliminary test ballot would, under identical circum- 
stances, be applicable. The punishment for corrupt 
practices is the same as if the offence had been com- 
mitted “at” a Parliamentary election. The disqualifi- 
cations are enacted by section 4, Offences found to have 
been committed by or with the consent of the candidate 
will avoid his election, in addition to incapacitat- 
ing him for seven years for all municipal office or 
franchise, for Parliamentary seat or franchise, for all 
judicial office as well as for acting as justice of the peace, 
for employment by any candidate at a municipal elec- 
tion, or for acting as overseer or guardian of the poor. 
The employment of electors as paid canvassers is pro- 
hibited by section 7; and section 26 provides that no one 
who hes voted by ballot shall be required to declare his 
vote in any proceeding to question the election, 

After this Act, no municipal election is to be question- 
able by quo warranto for any matter cognisable under 
the Act (i.e., on any allegation of corrupt practice), but 
the procedure is to be on petition presented by four or 
more of the electors. As in the Parliamentary Act 
twenty-one days are allowed for presentation, increased to 
twenty-eight where there is allegation of corrupt payment 
since the election. Briefly, the new procedure is this :—The 
petition will be tried in open court in the borough to 
which it relates, unless special circumstances render a 
removal advisable. The trial ended, the election barrister 
will certify the result to the Court of Common Pleas. The 
provisions as to the certificate are verbatim those of the 
Parliamentary Act, as also is a provision under which 
the Court of Common Pleas may, on application, direct 
4 special case or postpone the trial pending the decision 
of questions of law by itself. The enactment as to costs 
1s identical, mutatis mutandis, with that in the Parliamen- 
tary Act, and the election barrister’s certificate, when 
given, is final ; he has powers as to witnesses and their 
expenses and a number of other details, similar to thoce 
possessed by election judges under the Parliamentary Act. 
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The town clerk is to provide proper accommodation for the 
court, the expenses being thrown on the borough. A scale 
of remuneration for and allowances to the election barris- 
ters and for officers, clerks, &c., employed, is to be settled 
by the election judges and the Treasury, and the payments 
on that account will be met in the first instance by the 
Treasury, to be repaid to them, however, out of the bo- 
rough fund. Thus the whole expense of the court trying 
a municipal election petition is thrown upon the borough, 
but this liability is qualified by a proviso empowering 
‘the court ’ (which seems here to mean the election 
barrister) to order repayment to Treasury or town clerk, 
as the case may be. by petitioner or respondent, when the 
petition is frivolous or vexatious, or the respondent 
personally guilty. 

Within the limits of a mere sketch of the machinery 
provided by this Act we cannot of course particularise, 
much less criticise, the multitudinous details of the 
statute as to procedure. It is sufficient to say that the 
procedure is taken by close adaptation from that under 
the Parliamentary Act. This was obviously the proper 
method of framing an enactment for the present pur- 
pose ; and the new procedure has the benefit of the ex- 
planatory decisions which have been rendered and re- 
ported in considerable numbers under the Parliamentary 
Act. Yet, although we think the Act skilfully framed 
on the whole, and though we appreciate the expediency, 
in economy of the labour and ingenuity of those who 
will be concerned henceforth in practice under the new 
machinery, of creating as little as possible of entire 
novelty, we question the judgment which has preferred 
to copy the phraseology of the Parliamentary Act even in 
clauses which have been found defective. To take merely 
one instance: In the Hull Election Petition, in 1869, the 
bench as well as the bar were hopelessly embarrassed by 
the ambiguity of the 22nd section of the Parliamentary 
Act upon the question of the security for costs in the 
case of a double petition, yet the same section is tran- 
scribed verbatim in clause 9 of section 13 of the Muni- 
cipal Act. It is true that in the Hull case the Court of 
Common Pleas did place an interpretation on the pro- 
vision, though they could find no surer rati decidendi 
than the desire not to invalidate several pending peti- 
tions, and that decision must, we suppose, govern the 
provision in its place in the new Act. Yet there is 
surely a difference between framing a new statute so that 
the decisions under a previous Act may be in pari 
materia for guidance, and rendering those decisions abso- 
lutely necessary before any interpretation at all can be 
assigned to it. Astatute of which the present Lord Jus- 
tice Mellish remarked, when at the bar, “that it would 
take another Act to make it inteiligible ’—will strike 
most of us as hardly adapted for unsparing re-enactment. 
With the Parliamentary Act, and the decisions under it, 
the election barristers, the Court of Common Pleas, and 
the lawyers who may have occasion to practise before 
them under the new Act, wili have a very pretty 
corpus of practice law at hand. The principle of apply- 
ing to municipal elections a machinery analogous to that 
under the Parliamentary Act is unquestionably good ; 
and it is quite possible that the new Act may have a cer- 
tain deterrent effect which will prevent any large amount 
of petitions from originating under it. 


Cap. LXI.—An Act to regulate the use of steam whistles 
in certain manufactories. 

This Act prohibits, under penalties borrowed from 11 
& 12 Vict. c. 43, the use of steam whistles or steam 
trumpets for summoning or dismissing workmen ‘in any 
manufactory or in any other place”” (why then does the 
title say ‘‘certain manufactories” ?), except with the 
sanction of the sanitary authority acting under the 
Nuisance Removal Acts and the Sanitary Act, 1866. If 
the sanitary authority sanction the noise, an appeal lies 
to the Local Government Board, but the whistle-owner 
has no appeal in the other event. The Legislature ought 





never to have been moved to enactment on a matter like 
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this. It should have been left to the general law, which 
is quite competent to deal with such nuisances. 





COURTS. 


LORD MAYOR’S COURT. 
(Before Sir Toomas Cuamsers, Q.C., Deputy-Recorder.) 
Oct. 5.—Hedeman v. Boulton. 
Charter-party— Working 


days—Demurrage—Custom of Port 
of London. 

The days of demurrage commenced on a Sunday,—Held that 
the first day of demurrage being Sunday, that was not a 
*-working day” within the custom of the port of London. 

This was an action upon a charter-party for the sum of £6 
for demurrage alleged to be due from the defendants, tar and 
pitch merchants in the city, to the plaintiff, the master of 
the ship Hermann Heinrich chartered by the defendants 
for a voyage to Swansea. 

The words of the charter-party were, “ ship to be loaded 
on or before the 24th inst.— and ten days on demurrage.” 

The 24th inst. was a Saturday, and the defendants did 
not finish lading until the Monday following. The plain- 
tiff therefore sought to recover demurrage for the Sunday 
and Monday. 
wa Lewis Glyn, instructed by Messrs. Wild, Barber & Browne, 
for the defendants, contended that the plaintiff should 
be nonsuited. He cited Cochran v. Retberg, 3 Esp. 121, 
which decided that Sundays might be excluded, in caleula- 
ting the days for demurrage, where such was the custom 
of the particular port, and a special jury in that case 
found that the custom existed in the port of London. 

Kemp, contra.—This question is governed by Brown v. 
Johnson, 1M. & W. 331, where Lord Abinger, C.B., held 
that days for demurrage included Sundays. 

Lewis Glyn, in reply, submitted that where the first day 
of demurrage was Sunday, the custom of the port might 
be conclusive in excepting that day. Brown v. Johnson 
was upon adifferent point. He cited Roscoe on Evidence, 
410, and Abbott on Shipping, 266. 

Sir Taos. CHampers was of opinion that he was bound 
by the decision of Cochran v. Retberg. There was clearly 
a custom in the port of London to exclude Sundays, and 
although Pravn v. Johnson was a later case, it admitted 
that custom would exclude Sundays from demurrage. He, 
therefore, directed the jury to find a verdict for the defen- 
dant. 





APPOINTMENTS. 





Mar. ALFRED Martingav, barrister-at-law, has been ap- 
printed by the Lord Chancellor to be Judge of the County 
Courts in Circuit No. 25 (which comprises the towns of 
Wolverhampton, Walsall, and Oldbury, in Staffordshire), in 
successionto Mr. Allen Maclean Skinner, Q.C., who has re- 
signed theoffice. The new judge assumed charge of his 
duties on the 4th inst. at Walsall. Mr. Martineau was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-Inn in November, 1846, and 
has practised at theChancery Bar. He graduated B.A. at 
Trinity College, Cambridge in 1829(7th Junior Optime and 
3rd in the first class of the Classical Tripos) and afterwards 
became a Fellow of Trinity. 

Me. Ricnarp Burn, Barrister-at-Law, of Orton Hall, 
Westmoreland, has been appointed by the Earl of Lonsdale, 
the sewly-clected mayor of Appleby, to be recorder of 
that borough for the ensuing year. Mr. Burn is the only 
pon of the late Joseph Burn, Esq., of Orton Hall, by 
Eulalia, daughter of Joseph Vila, of Barcelona, in Spain, 
and grandson ofthe late John Burn, Esq., J.P. and D.L., 
of Orton Hall, who died in 1802. He was born in 1811, 
and succeeded to the estate on the death of his father, in 
1817. Receiving his early education at Harrow, he was 
catied to the Bar at the Middle Temple in April 1840. 
Mr. Born isa J.P. and DL. for Westmoreland, of which 
county he wae high sheriff in 1852, and captain in the 

festmoreland Yeomanry Cavalry. He married, in 1836, 

heth, daughter of William Cuthbert, Esq., of Beaufront 
Castle, Northumberland, by Ann, danghter of Robert 
— Hedley, Esq., of Long Brenton, Neweastle-on- 





Mr. Ben Tuomas WitraMs, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed by the Home Secretary to be Recorder of the 
borough of Carmarthen, Mr. John Johnes, who has been re. 
corder since December, 1851, having resigned. Mr Williams 
was educated at Carmarthen College, and matriculated at 
the University of London in 1849. He was called to the 
Bar at Gray’s-Inn in January, 1859, and is a member of the 
Sou/h Wales Circnit, practising also at the Glamorganshire 
sessions. 

Mr. Witxiam Epwarp Burrines, solicitor, of Shaftesbury, 
Dorset, has been appointed town clerk of that borough, in 
succession to Mr. C. E. Buckland, deceased. Mr. Burridge 
was admitted in 1849, and is also registrar of the Shaftes. 
bury County Court, which office he will hold in conjunction 
with the town-clerkship. He is a member of the Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association. 

Mr. James Parkinson SHEPHERD, solicitor, of Appleby, 
Westmoreland, has been appointed town clerk of that 
borough. He was certificated in 1861, and is a member of 
the local firm of Bleaymire & Shepherd. 

Mr. Epwin Buckxtanp Kemp-WE cH, solicitor, of Poole, 
Dorsetshire, has been appointed clerk to the magistrates 
of that borough, in succession to his father, Mr. Martin 
Kemp-Welch, who has resigned. Mr. E. B. Kemp-Welch 
was admitted in 1867, and has filled the office of under. 
sheriff of Poole. 

Mr. James Sparks, solicitor, of Bradford-on-Avon, Wilts, 
has been appointed clerk to the magistrates of that borough, 
in succession to Mr. William Stone, deceased. Mr. Sparks 
was admitted in 1867, and was in partnership with the 
late Mr. Stone, for whom he performed the duties of 
magistrates’ clerk during the latter years of his life. 

Mr. CHarLEs Epwarp Howstt, solicitor, of Welchpool, 
Montgomeryshire, has been appointed clerk to the magis- 
trates acting for the division of Deythur, in that county, 
on the resignation of his father, Mr. Abraham Howell, who 
had held the office for thirty-three years. Mr. C. E. 
Howell was admitted in 1868. 


Mr. Freperick Matruew Lush, solicitor, of Devizes, 
Wiltshire, has been appointed clerk to the Devizes High- 
way Board, in the place of Mr. H. K. Norris, solicitor, re- 
signed. Mr. Lush was admittedin 1854, and is a member 
of the local firm of Meek, Jackson, and Lush . 

Mr. Cuartes RoBert Scuores, of Dewsbury, has been 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the acknow- 
ledgments of deeds by married women in and for the West 
Riding of the county of York. 

Mr. Wittram Stewart, of Wakefield, has been appointed 
a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the acknowledgments 
of deeds by married women in and for the West Riding of 
the county of York. 

Mr. J. P. Srurron, of Holbeach, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for taking acknowledgments of deeds by 
married women for the parts of Holland in the county of 
Lincoln. 








OBITUARY. 


THE RIGHT HON. SIR J. 8S. WILLES. 


We print, in addition to the shorter notice which ap- 
peared in our columns of last weck, the following obituary 
notice communicated by a friend of the deceased judge :— 

The Right Hon. Sir James Shaw Willes, whose untimely 
and lamented decease has shed a profound gloom over the 
legal profession, was, like more than one distinguished 
judge, the son of a physician. His father enjoyed a high 
reputation and extensive practice in the town and neigh- 
bourhood of Cork—a district which has been fruitful 
in Jawyers and learned men, and which has given to the 
Irish Bench a large proportion of its judges. His family 
was originally English, bat had been settled for some 
generations in Ireland, and his mother was a daughter of 
Mr. Shaw, a merchant who was Mayor of Cork in 1792. 
The future judge gave very carly proof of marked ability, 
and the thoughtful and earnest expression of the boy fre- 
quently excited the attentionof his father’s guests. Indeed, 
if portraits taken at the time can be at all relied upon, the 
face was one of singular beauty and character. He does no 
however, seem to have thrown himself with any gr ¢a 
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vigour into the competitions of the University, where, a 
few years later, he was sent to Trinity College, Dublin ; 
for though he sought and obtained honours in the college 
examinations during his career, his name does not appear 
among the lists of scholars or of classmen of his time. 
Possessed of a vigorous constitution and passionately fond 
of fishing, he seems to have given more of his energy to 
outdoor amusements than to study. He must, however, have 
found considerable time in which to tay the foundations, 
at least, of that vast accumulated knowledge of science, 
classics, and general literature which he evinced in after 
life, for there was scarcely any subject upon which the 
judge was not a well read man, and what he had once read 
he seemed never to forget. Certain it is that down to his 
latest years the classics were his familiar companions, and 
that not merely the better known and more generally read 
authors, but those also to whose intimacy few but scholars 
force their way. Homer, however, would seem to have 
been his favourite, and was always ready at hand for | 
reference or quotation. He had the gift in a marvellous 
degree of assimilating whatever he read, and his appetite 
in literature was omnivorous. He took his B.A. degree in 
1836, and soon ‘afterwards became a pupil in the chambers 
of Mr. Collins, theu the most distinguished lawyer among 
the stuff gown men of the Irish bar. From this time he 
seems to have devoted himself with all his energy to the 
study of law, and soon became the trusted assistant of his 
master, with whom he used frequently to work till twelve 
o'clock at night, returning again at six in the morning. 
Mr. Collins had a very extensive practice in Chancery as well 
as at Nisi Prius, and it was in these chambers that young 
Willes laid the foundation of that extensive knowledge of 
equity and real property as well as of common law which 
contributed so much to widen and consolidate his views in 
after years. Another pupil in the same chambers was 
Chatterton, now Vice-Chancellor of Ireland. Of this period 
of his pupillage the late judge always retained the most pleas- 
ing recollections, coupled with a profound and affectionate 
esteem for the memory of his master. Though already an 
educated lawyer he afterwards went to London, though not 
with any settled purpose of being called to the English bar, 
and became a pupil in the chambers of Mr. Chitty, still at 
the present day the most distinguished of pleaders. Here 
his habits of laborious industry and his great knowledge 
of law soon recommended him to the confidence of his 
master, and attracted the attontion of some of his prin- 
cipal clients, by whom he was advised to elect the English 
bar. He was accordingly called at the Inner Temple in 
June, 1840, being then six-and-twenty, and joined the Home 
Circuit. Though he had no connection of any sort, except 
what he had made for himself by his own legitimate exer- 
tions, he got rapidly into business, and acquired a great 
reputation among his contemporaries. He seems, however, , 
to have pushed his studies too relentlessly and with too 
little regard,for the maintenance of his health. It was his 
practice after working up till a late hour at night to take a 
walk in the Temple gardens, a habit which was shared by 
the late Mr. J. W. Smith, the learned author of the 
“Leading Cases.” It was in these midnight walks that 
these two distinguished lawyers first formed an acquaint- 
ance which soon riponed into intimacy, both being indeed 
kindred spirits, for the late Mr. Smith was a man of ex- 
traordinary wide and varied culture. These walks, which 
were frequently prolonged into tho small hours of the 
morning, became a fixed custom, and possibly had a share 
in precipitating the disease which caused the untimely 
death of Mr. Smith. At his request Mr. Willes consented 
to undertake the third edition of ‘Smith’s Leading Cases” 
only stipulating that Mr. Keating, who was also Mr. 
Smith’s intimate friend and executor should be joined in 
the task. 

The edition of 1847 largely increased the reputation of 
both the editore, but it was completed at the expense of a 
much needed vacation. From that time Mr, Willes’ position 
was assured. Mr. Baron Parko, afterwards Lord Wensley- 
dale, recognised in him a lawyer who was able to cross 
swords with himself, and his high opinion, as well 
as that of Lord Cranworth, was, no doubt, largely 
influential in accelerating his prometion. He was made 
tubman in the Court of Hxchequer in 1851, a posi- 








early age of forty-one. But his:labours on the commission 
which resulted in the several Common Law Procedure Acts 
had well earned this recognition. Few men so thoroughly 
masters of technical detail as he was are able to emancipate 
themselves from its trammels, but his clear sense, while 
recognising to the full the necessity of distinct and accurate 
rules, was able to cast aside and destroy the useless subtle- 
ties and effete technicalties which encumbered the law 
down to that period. No one less thoroughly familar with 
the system which he destroyed could have done the work 
so completely ; but he knew exactly how much was worth 
retaining and how much ought to be rejected. It is diffi- 
cult for men trained under the modern system to realise 
the extent of the revolution which was quietly and 
effectually brought about by these Acts. Shortly after- 
wards, in 1856, the learned judge married Helen, daughter 
of T. Jennings, Esq., of Cork. When raised to the bench 
he more than realised the high expectations which had been 
formed of him, and soon achieved a position unique among 
the judges. Nocommission upon legal subjects was deemed 
complete without his name, and his recent accession to the 
Privy Council is fresh in the memory of all. 

After his elevation to the bench he still continued his 
assiduous studies. The first vacation after his appoint- 
ment was spent in preparing another edition of the Lead- 
ing Cases. In his indefatigable pursuit of knowledge he 
denied himseif the rest which he had so well earned, and 
which he so much needed. Next to law, his favourite pur- 
suits were language and travel. He found time to muster 
all the spoken languages of Europe, and had also a con- 
siderable acquaintance with the oriental tongues. In his 
different vacations he visited Spain, Italy, America, and 
the East. These long and rapidjourneys, in hot climates 
and in the hot period of the year, must no doubt have acted 
injuriously upon an already overtaxed constitution. In- 
deed, a fever at Damascus had once well-nigh proved 
fatal, but he was one “who could not rest from travel—he 
would drain life to the dregs.” 

Some years ago, finding himself unequal to the fatigues 
of social intercourse in London, he withdrew to the neigh- 
bourhood of Watford. There, on summer evenings, he was 
to be found paddling in his boat on the stream which ran 
through his place at Otterspool, and feeding with his own 
hand the trout, which seemed to know him, and over whom 
he never suffered a fly or a hook to be thrown. It was his 
chief delight to take his visitors to the familiar corners 
where his favourites lay, and to point them out as they 
swam to receive the food which he flung to them. In 
private life he possessed the tenderness of a woman. He 
has been known to retire to his room and shed tears before 
passing sentence on a criminal, and the most serious 
shock to his constitution was the death of his favourite 
brother. The tone of his own mind was largely reflected 
in his favourite English poet, Wordsworth, of whose sonnets 
especially he was a great admirer. Childless himself, his 
manner with children was singularly winning, and three 
favourite dogs were always the companions of his walks. 
In his quiet country place among his family, his books, his 
pets, and his simple pastimes, it might have been hoped 
that a life of great and laborious usefulness might have 
beencrowned by a period still ofusefulness, but of mitigated 
labour. Much remained to be done to complete the work of 
legal reform which he had initiated. He had himself pro- 
nounced in favour of the codification of the law, and no 
living man was so fit to have performed the task. 
The public, who recognised his broad, firm grasp, and calm, 
Wide views, still hoped and expected much from him ; but 
such was not to be. The body which he had too long 

neglected asserted its final predominance, and the great 
intellect, the accumulated experience, the treasured know- 
ledge which nothing can replace, in one brief and fatal 
moment were lost to the country for ever. By the profes- 
sion who revered him, and who still looked to his tried 
sagacity for further help in many years to come, his loss 
is felt to be almost irreparable ; while to the practitioners 
in the great commercial towns on the Northern Cireuit, 
which he had just travelled for the thirteenth time, and to 
whom he was endeared by kindly intercourse, it seems as 
though they had lost a friend. It will afford some con- 
solation to his widow in her terrible calamity to know 
that the public appreciated the merits and deplores the loss 





tion which ho retained until ho was appointed 
to succeed the late Mr, Jmstico Maule in 1855, at the 





of. the great judge who is no more. His reputation will 
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live in theJreports which contain his decisions, and in the 
commercial law which he took so large a part in fashioning 
to modern usage, and the cases “ tempore Willes” will al- 
ways be cited as of exceptional authority. 


MR. J. RUDDOCK. 

Mr. John Ruddock, solicitor, late of Bridgwater, Somerset, 
died at Wiveliscombe, in that county, on the 27th September, 
in the 65th year of his age. Hewas admitted in 1829, 
and was formerly in partnership with Mr. Matthew Para- 
more, who was some time Town Clerk of Bridgwater, and 
clerk to the magistrates of that borough. He was more 
recently in partnership with Mr. H. P. Auber, the firm 
being known as Ruddock & Auber. Mr. Ruddock had 
filled the office of Mayor of Bridgwater for four successive 
years. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


At the annual meeting of this society, held at the Law 
Library, Cook-street, on Thursday, the 3rd inst., Mr. John 
H. Kenion was re-elected hon. treasurer, and Mr. W. S. 
Holden hon. secretary for the present session. The ques- 
tion for discussion was, “ Is it desirable to adopt the report 
of the Select Committee of the Lords on Appellate Juris- 
diction?” Mr. C. H. Morton opened the debate, in which 
several of the members of the society took part. After a 
lengthened discussion the question was decided unani- 
mously in.the negative. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Qooratros, Ost. 11, 1872. 
3 ver Cent. Consols, 923 , Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, Nov. 5, 928 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 903 | Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct. 2 dis 
New 3 per Cent., 9° | Ditto, £599, Do —2 dis 
Do. 34 perCent.,Jan, "94 | Ditto, £190 & £200, — 2 dis 
©. 24 perCent., Jan. ’94 | Bank of England Stock, 4} per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 Ct. (last half-year) 241 
Annuities, Jan, ’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
(ndiaStk.,10}pCt.Apr.'74,206 , Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — | Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,’79 107 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July,"80111 | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Oitte for Accoant,— April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. '&8 1044 Do.Do,5 per Cent.,Aug.’73 
Ditto,ditto Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4per Ct., £1000 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.964| Dittc, ditto,ander £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 
Railways. Paid. Closing Prices. 
Bristol and Exeter... 
% CaledOMiaN ....ccccccsrcccevcesse-e 
« Giasgow and South-Western ... 
< Great Eastern Ordinary Stock . » 
Great Morthern ...... seee 100 | 
Do., A Sock® ........... ma | 100 
* Great Southern and. Western of Irelan 100 
Great Western—Original.......+.... 100 | 
« Lancashire and Yorkshire ......... eee, 100 
Limdon, Brighton, and Soath Coa sooo} 100 | 
“ London, Chatham, and Dover... comet: 208 
London and North-Western ... oreo! 100 
London and So1th Western...... ; soot 190 
‘ Manchester, Sheffield, and Linc | 100 | 
Metropolitan ... . 100) 
Do., Distriet . 100 | 
Midiand ovoe 100 
North Gritieh ... ovoet 100 | 
North Eastern... desstervensesien GO 
North London ore! 100 | 
* North Staffords pabieada sooo, 100} 
South Devon . peleroainaia coment Oe 
POI inne. secevcserenspesseiad 160 | 


* A receites no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


7 
Mowry Market any Crry Iwranniorson. 

The week haa brought forth little worthy of notice, 
except the raising of the Bank rate from to 6 per cent., 
% Toiut not often reached. The reason of the movement 
of course waa the expediency of keeping the reserve up to 

customary one-third which has for many years been 


regarded as the stan safety, though with a reserve 





on the increase from 32 to 33 the case was certainly not 
one of urgency. The effect upon the various markets hag 
been very slight; the funds remained unchanged, while the 
other descriptions merely dropped a trifle, which they 
afterwards regained. There are symptoms of a renewal 
of the activity in company promotion, which was so notice 
able before the vacation. 

The prospectus of the Newport (Oregon) Coal Company 
(Limited) has been*tissued. Thecapital of the company 
consists of 16,000 preference shares of £10 cach, and 
16,000 ordinary shares of like amount. The pre. 
ference shares (which alone are now offered for 
subscription) will entitle the holder to ten per 
cent. interest as a first charge upon the income 
of the company. These shares will be redeemable 
in twenty years by annual drawings, at £12 10s. per share, 
commencing in July, 1874. They will also entitle the 
holders to a bonus of one ordinary share, fully paid up, for 
every four preference shares subscribed for, which ordinary 
share will be assigned to the preference shareholders by 
the vendors, and interest will accrue from the date of com. 
pletion of the purchase. The prospectus states that “ the 
company has peen formed for purchasing an extensive and 
valuable coal property at Coos Bay, on the Pacific coast of 
the United States, within two days steaming of San 
Francisco, which has been already worked for sixteen years, 
and of which the coal is well known in the market of that 
city, and for enlarging the business by the addition of 
steam colliers.” That “the title is indefeasible, being 
United States patent. ‘The property freehold, subject to no 
royalty, and eonsists of 1,440 acres of land, or thereabouts. 
That theseams of coal underlie about 1,000 acres, of the 
above, and the outcrop and workings indicating the 
presence of about 6,000,009 of tons upon the property, 
which comprises good farming lands and gardens, and has 
an abundance of valuable timber for all purposes required 
in the business. The coal is at present placed on board 
ship at a cost of 1 dol. 25 cents. per ton. The property has 
been reported upon by various engineers of high standing, 


‘including the United States Commissioners, and ‘their re- 


ports, with maps, plans, &c., can be seen at the offices of 
the company. The price to be paid for the property is 
£100,000 in cash, and sixteen thousand fully paid up 
ordinary shares, of which latter the vendors will assign 
four thousand shares as bonus to the subscribers to the 
preference shares, in the proportion of one ordinary to 
every four preference shares subscribed for; £60,000 in 
cash will remain for the general purposes of the company.” 

‘The Air-Gas Light Company (Limited), is anew undertak- 
ing, with a capital of £200,000 in 40,000 shares of £5 cach. 
The prospectus states that the company is established for 
the introduction to public use of a new illuminating gas. 
That air-gas is not only free from sulphur and other 
chemical impurities, bat when mixed with coal-gas, reduces 
its deleterious constituents and augments its illuminating 
power. That it does not require for its production the use 
of coal, nor the employment of furnaces, retorts, purifiers, 
or any of the expensive apparatus used in the generation 
of coal-gas. The manufacture consists in charging a cer- 
tain liquid compound, termed ‘ Gasogen,’’ with atmospheric 
air, or with atmospheric air and coal-gas, thereby obtaining 
a richly carbonised gas, of the highest illuminating power, 
and requires no fire, makes no noise, emits no smoke, and 
is unattended with danger. ‘The shares are quoted at } to 
2 prem., and the list of applications will close to-day for 
London, and on Monday next for the country. 

The prospectus of the Hast Rocks Hematite Iron Ore 
Company, (Limited), St. Austell, Cornwall, has been 
issued, with a capital of £100,000, in 20,000 shares of £5 
each, in 10,090 preference shares and 10,000 deferred 
shares. The company is formed for the furpose of acquir- 
ing the leases of and working the hematite iron ore pro- 
perties, consisting of about 400 acres, lying in the parish 
of St. Austell, Cornwall. The property is situated in the 
midat of the champion lodes of the county. ‘Tho company 
has also also taken powers to avquire other iron ore pro- 
perties. The ore isredand brown hematite of fine quality, 
and remarkable for its almost entire freedom from sulphar 
and phosphorus. 


Rerinemens vrom Business.—Tt ia announced that Mr. 
Philip Rose, of the firm of Baxter, Rose & Norton, solici- 
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tors, of Victoria-street, Westminster, is about to retire 
from the legal profession, and that he will be succeeded in 
the firm by his son, Mr. Philip Frederick Rose, who has 
been connected with it for seven years, and will now be- 
come one of the principal partners. Few persons in the 
profession (remarks the Times) have had such large ex- 
perience as Mr. Philip Rose of the leading commercial and 
fiuiancial enterprises of the past twenty years, and none 
have succeeded more completely in acquiring the confidence 
ofthe business public. He will still, it is stated, after his 
retirement render such assistance at the office as may be 
requisite to prevent inconvenience to individual clients. 
Mr. Rose is a Deputy Lieutenant for Middlesex, and has 
since 1858, filled the office of treasurer to several county 
courts in the midland district. His country seat is at 
Rayners, High Wycombe, Bucks. 

Venrination or Law Courts.—The death of Justice 
Willes by his own hand is generally, and we think truly, 
regarded as the result of mental aberration consequent 
upon physical disease incurred, or at least intensified, by 
secondary causes. Among these the bad ventilation of 
the law courts in which he spent so much of his intellectual 
activity is undoubtedly one. Why it is that these places 
of resort should, as a rule, be well-nigh poisonous to their 
inmates from their foul air is a mystery to the medical 
mind. Dr. Angus Smith, in his classical work on “ Air 
and Rain,” records a visit to a London court which at the 
moment of entering was extremely warm and unpleasant, 
and after some minutes intolerable. He stayed long 
enough to collect specimens of the air, which he found, 
on analysis, to contain a smaller amount of oxygen 
than any place above ground “ except the gallery of an 
extremely crowded theatre at half-past ten at night.” But 
he adds, the court air was still worse than that of the 
theatre, its temperature being very high, and the organic 
matter from perspiration in proportion. A handkerchief 
which had wiped from one of the windows a little of the 
animal steam by which they were dimmed smelt offensive 
afterwards. Law reform is a large subject; but the im- 
provement of the courts in which it is administered ought 
to find a place in its programme. We are afraid to think 
of the valuable lives which may be slowly yielding to in- 
fluences like those so disastrous to Justice Willes—bad air 
breathed during mental strain of the severest kind. How 
long will it be before the judge on the bench is as well off 
in the matter of oxygen as the prisoner in the goal ?>— 
Lancet. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

Beacmont—On Oct.6, at Riverdale House, Richmond, the wife 
of Joseph Beaumont, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, of a stillborn 
infant. 

MeLacutan—On Oct. 4, at Faverdale, near Darlington, the 
wife of ‘l. Hope McLachlan, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

Carrineton—Watsu—On Oct. 2, at SS. Philip and James 
Church, Oxford, John Werrell Carrington, of Lincoln’s-inn, 
barrister-at-law, to Susan Catherine, only daughter of William 
Walsh, Esq., Norham, Oxford. 

CurnELL—Jackson—On Oct. 8, at St. Michael's, Paddington, 
Charles Edward Cuthell, barrister-at-law, to Janie, fourth 
daughter of the late James Jackson, Esq., of Toorak, 
Victoria, and of Mrs. Jackson, of 4, Stanhope-street, Hyde- 
park, 

Dawe—Granr—On Oct. 5, at Christ Church, Plymouth, 
Kichard H. Dawe, Esq., of Plymouth, solicitor, to Eliza Ann 
only daughter of the late John Grant, Esq. R.N., of 
Tavistock, 

Payne—Srurton—On Oct. 9, at St. Jude's, Herne«hill, Mr. 
Frederick Fitz Payne, solicitor, to Agnes, daughter of 
John Sturton, Esq., the Grange, Dogsthorpe, Peterborough, 


: DEATHS. 
rskNMEYER—On Sopt, 28, at No. 10, Park-terrace, High- 
bury, J. F. W. Fesenmeyer, Esq., of 42, Great James-street, 
t Bodford-row, London, solicitor, aged 75 years, 
THompson—On Oct. 6, Joseph George Thompson, Esq,, soli- 
_citor, No. 9, Gray’s-inn-square, Gray's-inn, aged 41 years, 
l PTON—-On Oct. 6, at Dover, Robert Brotherson Upton, Esq., 
ot 20, Austin-friars, London, and The Grove, Blackheath, 
aged 65, 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
TuxEspay, Oct. 8, 1872. 
ea rae, Huttom pk, ne Kendal. Nov 15. Harrison and Sox, 
Kenda 
Backhouse, Geo, Aberford, York, Architect. Dee 17. Phillips, York 
Benningfield, Alf, Penton pl, Walworth, Gent. Nov 30, Patteson and 
Cobbold, New Bridge st, Blackfriars 
Billing, Ralph, Long Croft Farm, nr Cheadle, Stafford, Farmer. Jan 1. 
Allen, Leek 
Blissett, John, High Holborn, Gent Novi6. Burn, Carter lane 
Moore, Thos Edwd Laws, Stonehouse, Devon, Admiral. Nov 10. For- 
far, Plymouth 
Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Oct. 4, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Harnam, Chas, Walham grove, Walham green, Grocer. Pet Oct 2. 
Brougham. (Oct 18 at ll 
Snell, Geo Blagrave, jun, Basinghall st, Shorthand Writer. Pet Sept 30. 
Brougham, Oct 17 at ll 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Antrobus, Wm Hy, Birm, Jeweller. Pet Sept 30. Chauntler. Birm, 
Oct 16 at 3 ; 
Armstrong, Wm, Boston, Lincola, Hair Dresser. Pet Sept 27. Stani- 
land. Boston, Oct 16 at 4 
Burkinshaw, Chas, Stallingborough, Lincaln, Draper. Pet Sept 30. 
Daubeny. Gt Grimsby, Oct 21 at 1 
Knowles, Jas, and Jobn Foster, Crosby, nr Lpool, Coal Merchants. Pet 
Oct 2. Hime. Lpeol, Occ 16 at 2 
Lyons, Jas, Birm, Egg Merchaat. Pet Oct 2. Chauntier. Birm, Cet 
23 at 2 
Matthews, Wm, Huntingford, Dorset, Baker. Pet Sept 30. Wilson. 
Salisbury, Oct 17 at 12 
McKenzie, John, Kocester, Stafford, Surgeon. Pet Sept 30. Goodger. 
Burton-on-Trent, Oct 16 at 11 
Tugspay, Oct. 8, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Ford, Edwd, and Thos Ford, Mincing lane, Oporto Merchants. Pet 
Oct 3. Spring-Rice. Oct 25 at 1! 
Goldsmith, Geo, Si€mouth st, Gray’s inn lane, Stock Broker’s Clerk. 
Pet Oct 3. Spring-Rice, Oct 22 at Li 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Altman, S, Manch, Waterproof Garment Manufacturer. Pet Oct 3. 
Kay. Mauch, Oct 24 at 9.30 
Elwes, Shafto Robt Cary, Oaklands pk, Weybridge, Scrrey, Gent, Pet 








April7. Bell. Kingston-on-Thames, Oct 23 at 3 
Isley, Emma, Redhill, Surrey, S:hoolmistress. Pet Sept 27. Rowland, 
Croydon, Oct 18 at 3 
Jones, Hy Oliver, Lpool, Provision Merchaat. Pet Oct 3. Hime. Lpool, 
Oct 21 at 2 
Seorah, Geo, Sheffield. York, Timber Merchant. Pet Oct 5. Rodgers. 
Shettield, Oct 10 at 11 
Wailes, Jas Talbot, Batley, York, Mungo Dealer. Pet Oct 4. Nelson. 
Dewsbury, Oct 24 at 3 
Warlow, Wm Hy, jun, Slough, Bucks, Ironmonger. Pet Oct 5. Darvill. 
Windsor, Oct 26 at 12 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faipay, Oct. 4, 1872, 
Martin, Wm, Bolton, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Oct 2 
Tvespay, Oct. 8, 1872. 
Holgate, Ebenezer, and John Walmsley Holgate, Over Darwen, Lanca- 


shire. Sept ll 
Paige, Lewis, Whitfield, Northampton, Clerk in Holy Orders. Oct 4 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Friary, Oct. 4, 1872. 

Albezette, Lewis, Utley, York, Travelling Bazaar Keeper. Oct 18 at2, 
at offices of Robinson and Robinson, North st, Keighley 

Andrews, Wm, Bristol, Comm Agent. Oct 15 at 2,at offices of Beck- 
ingham. Albion chambers, Bristol 

Arkeil, Edwin, Michaelstow, Cornwall, Comm Agent, Oct 18 at Il, at 
offices of Edmonds and Son, Parade, Plymouth 

Avern, Thos, Stapleton villas, Upper Holloway, Comm Agest. Oct 18 
at 2, at offices of Barrett, Bell yd, Doctors’ commons 

Baldwin, Jas, Rotherfield, Sussex, Saddler. Oct 19 at 10, at the Angel 
Hotel, Tonbridge. Paimer 

Blakey, Joe, and John Brown, Huddersfield, York, Dyers. Oct 14 at 
11, at oftices of Barker and Sons, Estate bidgs, Huddersfield 

Bond, Jas Cyrus, New Barnet, Hertiord, Florist, Oct 18 at 3, at 12, 
Hatton gdn, Marshall 

Butterworth, Benj Hy, Bristol, Jeweller, Oct 11 at 11, at offices of 
Thick, Small st, Bristol 

Castle, Richd, Twyning, nr Tewkesbury, Glouces‘ershive, Grocer, Oct 
17 at 8, at office of Stroud, Clarence parade, Cheltentan 

Champion, Geo, West Butterwiek, Lincoln, Brewer, Océ 12 at 11,00, at 
offices of Mears, Market pl, Gainsborougn 

Coaker, Johu, Lidford, Devon, Shopkeener., Oct 16 at U1, at office of 
Bridgman, Church lane, Tavisteek 

Cross, Thos Fox, Devonshire sq, Silk Packer, Oct 28 at 2, at the 
Mason's Tavern, Mason's avenue, Basinghall st, Watson, Basinghall 
street 

Crump, Edwin, Warwick, Saddler. Oct 29 at 3, at the Padtic hall, 
Brook st, Warwick, Suape, Warwick 
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Davis, John Alf, Tichborne st, Regent st, Tailor. Oct 21 at 12, at 33, 
Gutterlane. Montagu. Bucklersbury 

Dowsett, Wm, Prittlewell, Essex, Bootmaker. Oct 15 at 12, at office of 
Digby, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Dutch, Edwd, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Oct 18 at 2, at office of 
Atherton and Jones, North John st, Lpool. Hindle, Lpool 

Freeman, Mary Jane, Manch, Fish Dealer. Oct 21 at 3, at offices of 
Mann, Marsden st, Manch 

Hanby, Jas, Masborough, York, Labourer. Oct 18 at 3, at offices of 
Roberts, Bank st, Sheffield 

Hanson, Wm, Stockport, Cheshire, no occupation. Oct 16 at 2, at office 
of Johnston, Vernon st, Stockport 

Hardwick, John, Cross st, Britannia st, City rd, Boot Upper Manufac- 
turer. Oct 15 at 5,at offices of Cattlin, Basinghall st 

Harris, Jas, Kingston-upon-Hall, Jeweller. Oct 16 at 3, at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Birm. Summers, Hull 

Hassall, Chas, Birm, General Dealer. Oct 18 at 3, at offices of Row- 
lands, Ann st, Birm 

Hawthorn, Chas Harris, Belton, Lancashire, Tailor. Oct 17 at 2, at 
office of Ryley, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Hindley, Joseph, Chester, Paperhanger. Oct 17 at 31,at 12, Abbey sq, 
Chester. Moss 

Hotson, John Nightingale, Clinton rd, Bow, Advertising Agent. Oct 18 
at 2, at offices of Kent and Cobbold, Cannon st 

Niiff, Rickhd, Sunderland, Durham, Iron Shipbuilder. Oct 16 at 12, at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Fawcett st, Sunderland. Simey, Sunderland 

Jones, John Sylvanus, Llandyssu!, Cardigan, Shopkeeper. Oct 11 at 11, 
at offices of Evans, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Kriegsfeld, Louis, Manch, Waterproofer. Oct 18 at 12, at offices of 
Brett, Kennedy st, Mancl: 

Mardon, Wm, Lpool, Provision Merchant. Oct 16 at 2, at office of 
Martin, Castle st, Lpcol 

McComb, John Parker, Everton, nr Lpool, Bookkeeper. Oct 17 at 3, at 
the Clarendon Rooms, South John st, Lpool. Goodere, Lpool 

McDuff, Thos, Landport, Hants, Diver. Oct 16 at 11, at offices of Walker. 
Union st, Portsea 

Monks, Geo, Bristol, Wheelwright. Oct 15 at 12, at the Swan Hotel, 
Bridge st, Bristel. Tuacker, Bristol 

Omer, Hy, Caunbridge Heath rd, Plumber. Oct 22 at 2, at offices of 
Lewis and Lewis, Ely pl, Holborn 

Paull, Edwin, King st West, Hammersvith, Drap2r. Oct 16 at 12, at 
33, Gutter lane, Cheapside. Davidsons and Co, Basinghall st 

Perry, Wm Edwin, Warrington, Lancashire, Manure Manufacturer. 
Oct 14 at 3, at offices of Bretherton, Baak st. Warrington 

Piggot, Geo Wm, and Edmund Beeley Smith, Monkwell st, Manufactu- 
rers of Trimmings, Oct 16 at 12, at offices of Plunkett, Gutter lane 

Pitman, Edwin, Westonzoyland, Somerset, Butcher, Oct 18 at 12, at 
Offices of Keed and Cook, Bridgwater 

—. Thos, Birm, Grocer. Oct 16 at 12, at offices of Cottrell, Newhall 
st, r 

Scott, Wm, Casiletown, nr Sunderland, Durham, Licensed Victualler. 
Oct 18 at 11, at offices of Story, Cross House, Westgate rd, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 

Stevens, Chas, Worcester, Boat Builder. Oct 17 at 3, at office of Tree, 
Broad st. Worcester 

Thomas, Zachariah Hugh. Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, out of business. 
Oct 15 at 1, at offices of Dobson, Gostord st, Middiesborough 

Toogocd, Geo, Bristol, Timber Merchant. Oct 18 at 1, at offices of 
ovaeins and Co, Shannon ct, Corn st, Bristol. Fussell and Co, 

tisto 

Upton, Joseph, Coventry st, Leicester sq, Coffee honse Keeper. Oct 21 
at}, at 17, Gt Jams st, Bedford row. Drawbridge 

Walker, Frank, Exeter, Engraver. Oct 24 at 11, at offices of Harrs and 
Co, Gandy et chambers. Huggins, Exeter 

Webb, Jas Watkins, Kidderminster, Worcester, Cabinet Maker. Oct 16 
at I, at offices of Whitehouse, Castle st, Dadley 

Wilcock, Thos Miller, Chester, Grocer. Oct 21 at 3, at office of Bridg- 
man and Co, Westininster bidgs, Newgate st, Chester 

Wright, Jobn Walter, Stockport, Cleshire, As-istant toa Chemist. Oct 
16 at 1i, at offices of Vaughan and Son, Tiviot Dale, Heaton Norris 






Tvurspay, Oct, 8, 1872. 
ith, Robt, Gateshead, Durham, Pawnbroker. Oct 18 at 12,at 
f ton, Hi t, Gateshead 

Aykroyd, Elkanah, Bradford, York, Rag Dealer. Oct 21 at 11, at offices 
of Rhodes, Duke st, Bradford 

Bertier, Kiehd, Brompton rd, Uvholsterer. Oct 15 at 2, at offices of 
Dubvcis, Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st. Maynard, Clifford's inn 

Bennett-, Wm, and Wm Thos Bennetts, Penzance, Cornwal!, Carpenters. 
Oct 23 at 11, at offices of Roseorla and Son. North parade, Penzance 

Berry, Richd, Roc 


















ale, Lancasbire, Potato Dealer. Oct 18% at 3, at the 


Ras y Hotel, Southport. Standring, Rochdale 
Bradbury, Joseph, Maccie field, Cheshire, Jacquard Card Manufacturer. 





3 at offices of Higginbotham and Barclay, Exchange st, 





Erockeibank, Thos Attwood, Gt Tower st, Lighterman. Oct 21 at 12, 
at office of Holah, Moorgate st. Cattarus and Co 

Brows, Hugh Crisp, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Piasterer. Oct 23 at 12, at 
Ofiices of Macdonald, Mosley st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 





Lulpin, Chas, Swansea, Glamorgan, Licensed Victual.er. Oct 21 at 12, - 





hees of Sherwood, Castle st, Swansea 
2, Sieghard Esnauuel, Union st, Whitechapel, Shirt Maker. Oct 
15 at ii,at12, Hatton gdn. Marshall 
Carter, Jas Greeriees, Kochdale, Lancashire, Hair Dresser. Oct 21 at 
3, at Offices of Lomax,jun, Toad lane, Rochdale 
Carter, Wm, Morton pi, Pimlico, Saddler. Oct 16 at 12, at offices of 
Leesley and Co, Vinebury pavement. Warville, Finsbary pavement 
Charity, Chas Kawi, Wakeficid, York, Carver. Oct 22 at il, at offices 
_Of Wainwright and Co, Crown ct, Wakefield 
Covk, Lobertwon,and Alex Johnson, Bromiey-by-Bow, Manufacturing 
Chemists, Oct 22 at 2,at the Guiidball Tavern, Gresham st. Parson 
and Lee, Abchurch House, Sherborne lane 
Cowper, Geo, Coalbrookdale, Galop, Patrern Maker. Oct 23 at 2, at 
office A Onborne. Madeley 
Bristol, uider, Oct 14 at 2, at offiees of Nunneley, 
t, Driacol 
Whittle Edmunds, Southsea, Hanty, China Merchant. 
145, Cheapside. Waiker, Purteca 
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Dykes, Alf Edwd, Bristol, Carrier. Oct 21 at 12, at office of Mi! 
Nicholas st, Bristol 

Evans, John. Aberystwith, Cardigan, Innkeeper. Oct 19 at 11, at office 
of Jones, Pier st, Aberystwith 

Ferne, Chas, New Charterhouse st, Builder. Oct 24 at 3, at offices of 
Singleton, Seuthampton bidgs, Holborn. Preist, Buckingham st, 
Strand 

Ford, Fras Joseph, Loat’s bidgs, Upper East Smithfield, Wine Merchant. 
Oct 24 at 2, at offices of Browne and Co, Old Jewry. James, Serjeant’s 
inn, Chancery lane 

Foster, Wm, Hucknall Torkard, Notts, Contractor. Oct 23 at 12, at 
offices of Parsons and Bright, Eldon chambers, Wheeler Gate, Notting- 
ham 

French, John, Canton, Glamorgan, Hotel Keeper. Oct 22 at 11, at 20, 
High st. Cardiff. Morris 

Gage, Robt Dye, Red Hi!l, Surrey, Builder. Oct 22 at 4, at offices of 
Wood and Hare, Basinghall st 

Gartland, Thos, Lpool, Cut Glass Manufacturer. Oct 21 at 3, at office of 
Ivey, South John st, Lpool. Hughes, Lpool 

Green, Thos, Grindleford Rridge, Derby, Publican. Oct 21 at 4, at 
offices of Binney and Sons, Queen st, Sheffield 

Gunn, Geo Oldham, Bestwood pk, Notts, Farmer. Oct 22 at 12, at 
office of Belk, High pavement, Nottingham 

Hampshire, John, Worsborough Dale, York, Butcher. Oct 26 at 3, at 
tho Coach and Horses Hotel, Barnsley. Freeman, Barnsley 

Harmer, Hy Jas, Alexandra ter, Stratford Milliner. Oct 18 at 3, at 
offices of Miller and Stubbs, Eastcheap 

Hartley, Geo, jan, Sheffield, Joiner. Oct 21 at 2.30, at offices of Binney 
and Sons, Queen st chambers, Queen st, Sheffield 

Hawkes, Wm, Fulshaw, Cheshire, Farmer. Oct 28 at 3, at offices of 
Richardson. Kennedy st, Manch 

Higgs, Thos, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Oct 18 at 3, at office o 
Tree, Broad st, Worcester 

Hotson, Emanuel, Market Deeping, Lincoln, Bootmaker. Oct 21 at l2, 
at offices of Deacon and Wilkins, Peterborough 

Humphreys, Humphrey Francis, Bethesda, Carnarvon, Grocer. Oct 21 
at 2, at the British Hotel, Bangor 

Instone, Thos Wm, New Cross rd, Deptford, Saddler. Oct 17 at 12, at 
12, Hatton gdn. Marshall 

Jennings, Matthew Jas, Adelaide pl, London Bridge, Contractor. Oct 
24 at 12, at office of Dubois, Gresham bldys, Basinghall st. Moss and 
Son, Gracechurch st 

Kay. Thos, Gomersal, nr Leeds, Worsted Spinner. Oct 22 at ll, at the 
New Inn, 'yrrel st, Bradford. Robinson and Robinson, Keighley 

Kemp, Reuben John, Sandy, Bedford, Grocer. Oct 24 at 2, at offices o 
Rhodes and Son, Chancery lane. Smith, Sandy 

Langton, John, Cannon st, Timber Merchant. Oct 21 at 12, at offices 
of Honey and Co, King st, Cheapside. Wild and Co 

Lazarus, Benj, Hauley, Stafford, Tailor. Oct 17 at 3, at the County 
Court Offic-s, Cheapside, Hanley. Stevenson, Hanley 

Littlejohns, Edwin, Penge, Surrey, Builder. Oct 21 at 12, at oices.of 
Roberts, Moorgate st 

Mallett, Thos, Nottingham, Hay Dealer. Oct 22 at 3, at odices of 
Cranch and Rowe, Low pavement, Nottinghain 

Miller, Wm, and Hy Hampson, Houghton, nr Manch, Hat Manufactu- 
rers. Oct 2lat3 at the White Bear Hotel, Piccadilly, Manca. Buck- 


le 

Minard, Wm, Otney, Bucks, Shoemaker. Oct 17 at4, atthe Bull Hotel, 
Olney. Stimson, Redford 

Murpby, John, Manch, Accountant. Oct 21 at 3, at offices of Orton, 
Ridgefield, Manch 

Noble, Wm Paulet, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Boot Mannfacturer, Oct 
26 at 11, at office of Joel. Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Place, Sydney. Philp st, Walworth rd, Furniture Dealer. Oct 23 at 3, 
at offices of Wood and Hare, Basinghall st 

Prince, Geo, Birm, Stationer. Oct 17 at 11, at offices of Southall and 
Co, Newhall st, Birm 

Sample, Robt, Scarborough, York, General Outfitter. Oct 21 ac 1, at 
offices of Williamson, Newborough st, Scarborough 

Shepherd, John Hy, Brierley hill, Staffurd, Clothier. Oct 22 at 11, at 
offices of Addison, Brierley hill 

Sparrow, John, Darnall, Steffield, Builder. Oct 28 at 12, at office of 
Tattershail, Queen st, Sheffield 

Spencer, Jas, Rvading, Berks, Currier. Oct 19 at 3, at offices of Beale, 
London st, Reading 

Starkey, John Thos Wm, Park lane, Tottenham, Builder. Oct 19 at 2, 
at offices of Cogswell, Gracechurch st. RKashleigh, Gracechurch st 

Stokes, Wm, Worcester, Journeyman Carpenter, Oct 21 at 11, at 
offices of Pitt, High st, Worcester 

Straight, Saml Johnson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Oct 18 at 2, 
at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Sutherland, John, Seven Sisters’ rd, Holloway, Baker. Oct 21 at 4, at 
offices of Young and Sons, Mark lane 

Thompson, Hy Chas, Polstead, Suffolk, Farme’. Oct 24 at 11, at the 
Cups Hotel, High st. Colchester. Salmon and Sons 

Todd, Eliz Anne, Fucham rd, Dealer ia Music. Oct 15 at 1, at 12 
Hatton Garden. Mihall 

Walton, Joseph,and Walter Rowland, Sheffield, Drapers. Oct 21 at 12 
at offices of Macredieand Evans, George st, Sheffivid. Wake 

Warrington, Jas, Altrincham, Chester, Beerseller. Oct 22 at 3, at 
offices of Gardner and Horner, Cross st, Manch 

Webber, Robt Codrington, Aston, Stafford, Comm Agent, Oct 28 at 12, 
at offices of Free, Temple-row, Birm 

Welch, Wm Jas, Nantwich, Cueshire, Coach Builder. Oct 21 at 2, at 
the Crown Hotel, Nantwich, Brooke, Nantwich 

Whaley, John Wm, Hartlepool. Durham, Watchmaker, Oct 21 at 3, at 
offices of Bell, Church st, West Hartlepool 

White, Geo Tho-, and Wheaton Lee, Wardour st, Soho, Upholsterers. 
Oct 23 at 12, at offices of Collins, Furnival’s-inn 

White, John, Great St Helen’s, Shipowner, Oct22 at 3, at offices of 
Stockenand Jupp, Leadenhall st 

Wohitchouse, Thos, Upper Gornal, Shofficid, Butcher. O.t 18 at 11, at 
offices of Stokes, Priory et, Dadlvy 

Wilkinson, Richd, Manch, Warchouseman. Oct 19 at 8, at the Swan 
Hotel, Pool st, Manch, Ward 

Williams, Jonathan, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Draper, Oct 18 at ll, % 
Office of Jones, Pier st, Aberystwith 
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Wood, Saml, Manch, Hatter. Oct 2 at 3, at the Clarence Hotel, 
Spring gdns, Manch. Duckworth, Manch 

Woolcott, Jas, St Lawrence, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Oct 23 at 12, 
at office of Towne, Grosvenor pl, Margate 

Woolliscroft, Thos, Saml, Sealand, Flint Farmer. Oct 22 at 3, at office 
of Cartwright, Bridge st row, Chester 

Yardley, John, Wednesbury, Stafford, Milliner. Oct 21 at 11, at offices 
of Duignan & Co, The Bridge, Walsall 





— 





EDE & SON, 


ROBE Sax MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


10 HER MAJESTY, THE ‘LORD CHANCELLOR, THE JUDGES, CLERGY, ETC 





ESTABLISHED 1689. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
ELBY PUGIN’S GOTHIC FURNITURE.— 


Fnrniture similar to that supplied to the Granville Hotel, trom 


the designs of 

E. WELBY PUGIN, Esq., 
Can be obtained on application to Messrs. Jonn Worstey & Co., Vic- 
toria-street, Belgravia. N.B.—Estimates given for furnishing houses 
complete in the Gothic style. 


AUGH & SON.—Superior CARPETS.—Re- 

prodaction of the Adams style of design in carpets, &c.; also 

special designs in furniture, curtains, and decorations.—London Carpet 

Wareho se, 3 and 4, Goodge-street ; 65 and 66, Tottenham-court-road. 
Establis! ed 1769. 











NG “O-INDIAN CARPETS.—WAUGH & SON, 


8a1 14, Goodge-street; 65 and 66, Tottenham-court-road, W. 


RON WINE BINS.—W. & J. Burrow, 
MALVERN. 
The original Inventors and Patentees of the ‘‘Safety’’ Wine Bins, 
with separate rest foreach bottle. All sizes and shapes. 
Tliustrated Price Lists free. 


ALVERN WATERS.—SELTZER, SODA, 
POTASH, LITHIA, &c.—These, the purest of all rated Waters, 
are sent direct from the Malvern Waters Depot, Great Malvern, on ap- 
plication tothe Proprietors, Messrs. BURROW. 
Six dozen carriage free. 


HE HIGH PRICE OF MEAT.—Great economy 
effected by usin g LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT of MEAT. 
Read carefully the pri nted instructions. 
Caction.—None genuine without Baron Liebig’s, the Inventor’s, 
signature. Beware of all imit ation extract, 


GYPTIAN HALL.—Immense Success.—Daily 


at 3 and 8.—Professor Pepper’s Ghost.—Paganini Redivivus, the 
greatest Violinist in the World, in a Dramatic Sketch, entitled, ** fne 
Temptation of Paganini.’’—All the other Scientific and Wonderful Ex- 
periments in Professor Pepper’s Lecture Entertainment.—A Real Dia- 
mond burnt in Mr. Tobin’s Lecture on the ‘‘ Diamond Fielda.”—Mr. A. 
D’Esterre’s Readings. 

















OYAL POLYTECHNIC.--Coal and How to 


Save It, with Experiments and Illustrations, introducing among 
other novelties Mr. Stone’s Patent Coating for Steam Builers—Jeru- 
salem and the Underground Explorations, illustrated and explained by 
Mr. J. L. King, with appropriate Music by the Band and Electric Organ 
—Mr, George Buckland’s Entertainment, entitled Britannia’s Picture 
Gallery; or Hamour in History—The Brothers Valjean in their wonder- 
ful Feats of Skill—Stokes on Memory, and many other Entertainments. 
Twice daily, at 12 and 7, Admission 1s, Reserved seats, 1s. and 6d, 


ATIONAL INSTITUTION for DISEASES of 

the SKIN. Paysictan—Dr, BARR MEADOWS, _ Patients 

attend at 227, Giay’s-inn-road, King’s-cross, on Mondays and Thursdays, 
and at J0, Mitre-atreet, Aldgate, on Wednesdays and Fridaye ; morning 
at 10, evening from 6 till 9, Average number of cases under treatment 
1,000 weekly, THOMAS ROBINSON, Hon, Sec. 


_—_ 


A UiHoRS ADVISED WITH as to tho Cost of 
< \  ealing and Publishing, and the Cheapest Mode of Bringing 


Yarns & ALEXANDER, Printers, 7, Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane. 











CHOOL BOARD FOR LONDON.—The Papers 
issued by the Board can be had py oapeRr of 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS TO THE LONDON SCHOOL BOARD 
Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane, 





The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice. 





The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION apeedily printed 
In the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER. 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Come 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


ASH & FLINT, 


S:ationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet, 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn) 





TO CANDIDATES FOR THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, 
1872—1873, 
Just published, 8vo, 10s. 6d., by post IIs., 


VHE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION 
GUIDE, containing a Digest of the Examination Questions on 
Common Law, Conveyancing, and Equity, with the Answers. By Ep- 
WaRD HensLowe Beprorp, Solicitor, 9, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, 
Autbor of ‘‘ The Intermediate Guide to Book-seeping,’ and Editor of 
the “‘ Preliminary,” “' Intermediate,’’ and ** Final.’”” 
London: BuTrerwortus, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 





ALBERT ARBITRATION. 
Ready this week, 


ORD CAIRNS’ DECISIONS. Reported by 
ante Francis S. Retr, Esq., Barristereat-Law, Part I. Price 
s. 6d, 
London: Stevens & Harnes, Law Publishers, Be!l!-yard, Temple-bar 
LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 


direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of twenty-five years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices. &c., and hereby solicits-their continued 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required,and the strictest 
care and promptitude assure¢. Officially stamped forms tor adyver- 
tisements and file of * London Gazette ” kept. By appointmant. 








ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
\ LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Kent Charges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, K.C., 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,— Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 


\" ESSRS. CADLE & TATHAMS LAND and 

ESTATE REGISTER of town and country residences, shooting 
and fishing quarters, can be obtained on the !st of each month on ap- 
plication at the West Midland and South Wales Land Improvement and 
Agency Offices, 52, Chancery-lane, London, E.C., and Clarence-street, 
Gloucester. 














XECUTORS and TRUSTEES, haying SILVER, 
PLATE, WATCHES, Jewellery, China, Glass, Paintings, 
Bronzes, Books, Wearing Apparel, Merchandise, ‘I rade Stocks, &c., &c, 
to DISPOSE OP, will find the ‘* West-end Auction Mart” the bess 
mediam for realising, it being centrally situated, and replete with every 
convenience for the better display of property. Advances prior to sales, 
Valuations made for all purposes,—W. HickinsoTdam & Sons, Pree 
prietors, 8 and 9, Upper St. Martin’s-lane, W.C. 














To Trustees, Executors, Solicitors, and Others, 


ESSRS. CHRISTIE & CHRISTIE beg to an- 
tS nounce that, having purchased the GOODWILL of the PRE- 
MISES of the Argyli-street Galleries Permanent Exhibition of Pictures 
tor the purpose of their Sale Rooms, they are now prepared to RE- 
CEIVE consignments of PICTURES, Works of Art, Articles of Verta, 
Jewellery, Books, Furniture, &c., to be incladed in their weekly sales, 
the first of which will take place on Tuesday, June 4, and afterwards on 
Wednesday in each week.—Terms may be had at their Rooms, 7, 
Argyll-street, Regent-street, or at their OMices, 19, Brook-sireet, W. 








THE NEW BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Is only a few minutes’ walk from 
YARR’S, 26 3, STRAND— 
Dinners (from the joint), vegetadles, &c., Ls. Gd., or with Soup 
or Fish, 2s. and 2s, Gd. “if I desire a sudstantial dinuer off the joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and 
ood, I know only of one house, and that is in Luc Strand, close to Daaes 
nn, There you may wash down the roast beef of old Euglaad with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may ve supplied 
with half a bottle tor a shilling.”"—All the Year Round, Jane Is, 1864, 
page 440. 

The new Hall lately added is ene of the handsomest dining-rooms ia 

Lopdon, Dinners (from the oint), vegetables, &c., 1s, dd. 
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AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
Capital, One Million Sterling, fully subscribed by upwards of 450,share- 
holders, nearly all of whom are members of the legal profession. 
Chairman—Sir Wizz:aM Foster, Bart., Norwich. ‘ 
Deputy-Chairman—Jamgs Cuppoy, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmitn- 
building, Temple. 
The Capital subscribed and Funds in hand amount to upwards of 
£1,330,000, affording unquestionable seenrity. é 
The Directors invite particular attention to the new form of Life 
Policy, which is free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interests and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectuses and every information, sent, post free, on application to 
FRANK MCcGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


HE GREAT BRITAIN FIRE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, 101, Cheapside, London. 
Chairman—VISCOUNT NEWBURY, M.P. 
Deputy-Chairman—ROBERT R. TORRENS, Esq., M.P. 
The Directors are prepared to receive proposals for the insurance of 


property on equitable terms against the risk of Fire, the premiums in 
all cases being charged in proportion to the risk to be incurred. 


ANDREW FRANCIS, Manager. 








HE LIVERPOOL and LONDON and GLOBE 
INSURANCE COMPANY. Established 1836, 
GeowTH iN Pustic ConFipEeNnce. 

Fire Premiums. Year. Life Premiums. 
£54,305 17 1851 £27,157 18 0 
222,279 10 1856 72,781 15 0 
3€0,130 11 0 1861 135,974 2 0 
818,055 12 0 1866 ooo 254,397 9 0 

11,131,594 7 0 ae 1#1 oa 272,948 14 0 

Provi:ion FOR LIABILITIES, 
Capital Paid up. General Reserve. 


£391,752 £845,128 14a 
Michaelmas Fire Renewals now due. 
Lite Insurance Policies with Guaranteed Bonuses. 
Annuities on liberal terms. 
Full Prospectus on application at any office or Agency of the Company. 
London: i, Cornuil), and Charing Cross. 
Liverpool: |, Dale-street. 


MHE AGRA BANK (IMITED), 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Brawcaes in Edinburgh, Caleutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Crrgzent Accocnts are kept at thé Head Office on the terms cuss 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fail below £100. 

Derosits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 

At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon. 

BILxs issned at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or seni 
for collection. 

Sates anp Puacnaseés effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans,and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian, transacted. 

J, THOMSON, Chairman, 


Life Department 
Reserve, 
£2,410,903 3 








Now ready, the Second Edition of 


RACROFT’S INVESTORS’ RECORD of PUR- 

J CHASES and SALES, with CALCULATIONS Adapted tc 

Every Investment. An additional portion especially adapted for the 

Legal Profession containing Forms of Entry fur Freehold and Copyhold 

Property; Leasehold, Let and Held; Mortgages, Held and Effected ; 

Insurances; Bills and Promissory Notes; Moneys Advanced or 
Borrowed, 

“ The object of this Memorandum Book is to enable every Investor to 
‘keep a systematic Kecord, producible in a Court of Law, of every in- 
Vestment transaction entered into. No such record was in existence 
previous to the first edition. 


RACROFT'S CONSOL DIAGRAM, showing the 

/ Highest and Lowest Prices of Three per Cent. Consols each year 
frum the French Revolution of 1789 to the Franco-German War of 1870, 
with the Growth aud Decline of the National Fnnded Debt of Great 
Britain; the Yearly Average of the Bank Rate of Discount, and Tabu- 
lated Statement of the Principal Events Affecting the Prices of Stocks. 

“ Diagrams are sometimes not very simple, but the present one is 
csearness itself—is an interesting commentary on English history for 
the period in question.” Economist, 

Price 2s.; or, mounted on roller, 3s, 6d. 


RACROFT’S BANK DIVIDEND CHART, 
1870-71.—Showing the Half-yearly Rates of Dividend declared by 
over One Hunéred and SixtyJoint Stock Banks, United Kingdom and 
Colonial; with Nominal and Paid-up Capital, Number and A t 
Paid of Shares, Date of Payment of Dividends, Reserve Fund, Liabilities, 
Market Price of Shares, January, 1671, and Yield per cent. on Purchase 
Price. Price 28. 64.; or, mounted on roller, 10s, 6d, 
London: Evrincuam Witsom, Publisher, Royal Exchange. 
BELNABD CRACKOFT, Sworn Broker, 5, Austin-friars, E.C. 








THE AIR-GAS LIGHT COMPANY 
(LIMITED). 

Carirat £200,000, 1n 40,000 Suarzs or £5 Kacu. 
Deposit 10s. per Share on Application. 
Payments—10s. per Share on Allotment, £1 per Share oy 
Nov. Ist, and £1 per Share on Dec. Ist. Future 
Calls as may be required. 


DIRECTORS. 
Sir JOHN MURRAY, of Philiphaugh, Bart., Chairman. 
JAMES GUODSON, Esq., Kensington-gardens-square, W, 
Deputy-Chairman. z 
William Jones, Esq., Adelaide-place, London-bridge, E.C. 
Walter J. Lord, Esq., Mincing-lane, E.C. 
George Rudall, Esq. (Messrs. J. H. Rudall and Sons), Brabant. 
court, E.C. 
W. Bennett Rule, Esq., Lee-terrace, Blackheath. 
George Singer, Esq. (Messrs, Marchant, Singer, and Co.) 
Ingram-court, E.C. ” 
BANKERS—Messrs. Barclay, Bevan, Tritton, Twells and Co, 
Lombard-street, E.C ‘ 
Soricrror—Robert S. Gregson, Esq., 8, Angel-court, Throg. 
morton-street, £.C. 
Broker—Spencer Herapath, Esq., 4. Angel-court, Throgmortore 
street, E.C. 
Avpirors—Messrs. Turquand, Young and Co., Tokenhouge- 
yard, E.C, 
SgcreTaRyY—H. F. Gibb, Esq. 
Temporary Offices—33, Abchurch-lane, Lombard-street, E.C. 


ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS. 

The Air-Gas Light Company is established for the introduc. 
tion to public use of a new illuminating gas. 

Coal-Gas, notwithstanding the efforts of the Gas Companies 
to cheapen its production, continues to cost, in the United King- 
dom, more than twenty-one millions sterling per annum. 

Air-Gas, in equal quantities, and for a corresponding period, 
would scarcely cost fourteen millions sterling. 

Coal-Gas, in spite of the unremitting labour bestowed by the 
Gas Companies on its purification, is still in many respects 
injurious te health. 

Air-Gas, on the contrary, is not only free from sulphur and 
other chemical impurities, but, when mixed with coal-gas 
reduces its deleterious constituents and augments its illuminating 
power. f 

Coal-Gas requires for its commercial production expensive 
buildings, costly apparatus, and the maintenance of large stocks 
of coal, the prices of which are every day increasing. 

Air-Gas does not require for its production the use of coal nor 
the employment of furnaces, retorts, purifiers, or any of the 
expensive apparatus used in the generation of Coal-Gas. 

Air-Gas manufacture consists in charging 4 certain liquid 
compound, termed ‘* Gasogen,”’ with atmospheric air, or with 
atmospheric airand coal-gas, thereby obtaining a richly car- 
bonised gas, of the highest illuminating power. 

The apparatus employed is extremely simple, two vessels only 
being required ; one the generator, the other the gasholder. 

The manufacture requires no fire, makes no noise, emits no 
smoke, and is unattended with danger. ‘The apparatus, which 
can be managed by any person of ordinary intelligence, is not 
liable to get out of order, 

The advantages which distinguish Air-Gas are, therefore, its 
comparative cheapness, superior brilliancy, greater purity, 
universality of application, and its capability of being employed 
as an economic and powerful auxiliary, by Coal-Gas Companies, 
whose meters, mains, and pipes may be used without additional 
expense, for the storage and transmission of the mixed air and 
local gases. 

The manufacture has beef thoroughly tested with the most 
satisfactory results, and the supply of the generating materials 
which it employs is unlimited. 

A one for the United Kingdom has been secured, and 
steps have been taken for acquiring patents in foreign countries. 

The gains from Royalties, and manufactures at home, and 
from licences abroad, will enable dividends to be earned, which 
it is believed must speedily return to the original Shareholders 
the amount of their investments, and leave them the freeholders 
of a property, which can have few equals, either in respect of 
profits or permanency. 

Copies of the reports of Mr. John Sampson Peirce, C.E. (late 
Gas Referee to the Board of Trade), Major-General C. Scott, 
late “ye (B.) Engineers, and others, can be seen at the offices 
of the Company. 

Applications ‘for shares should be made in the form accom- 

anying the Prospectus, addressed either to the Bankers 
rokers, or Secretary of the Company, but should no allotment 
be made, the deposit will be returned in full. 

London, Oct. 7, 1872. : 

IR-GAS LIGHT COMPANY (Limited).—The 
SUBSCRIPTION LIST will CLOsE on Saturday, October 12, 
and Monday, the I4th, for the country. 








